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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

AND PUBLIC LANDS AND OPEN SPACES throughout California at risk. This project 

presents significant and unacceptable risks to almost the entire state of 

California.  MORE WILDFIRES FOR CALIFORNIA ARE CERTAIN!

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not prevent fires and 

explosions.  The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first 

responders because it does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train 

disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits vital data about crude rail accident 

frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014.  We know that more crude spilled 

from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. The EIR must 

look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has also 

experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 

increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe 

tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and 

magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars.  Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through forested lands, through the 

San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California’s treasured central 

coast. Each oil train carries more than three million gallons of explosive, 

toxic crude oil. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a 



groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 

Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this 

project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the CLIMATE IMPACTS of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands MEANS more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.  CLIMATE IMPACTS ARE BY FAR THE MOST IMPORTANT AND URGENT REASON 

TO DENY THIS PROJECT PERMANENTLY!

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities, our forests and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Alison M. Berry
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Tar Sands Crude is not safe for urban rail corridors.  Period.  An alternate 

means of delivery must be evaluated and selected moving the transmission of 

such highly volatile materials away from urban centers.

I am writing to express my objection to and deep concern about the proposed 

oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 

project puts communities throughout California at risk. This project presents 

significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 



watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, -Jeff
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Hope Alamillo
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Ariana Brandao
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Eric
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I just learned about the Phillips 66 oil train proposal.  This concern me a 

great deal.  I live by Lake Nacimiento and enjoy the beautiful country that 

surrounds me.  The thought of highly explosive crude oil traveling through the 

area is frightening.  Fire is a real concern of all my neighbors.  Even with 

wet years the summer is a dangerous time for us.  I can't imagine a train load 

of crude oil crashing and exploding.  What an environmental disaster.

Do not allow the Santa Maria refinery the ability to receive oil trains 

carrying highly explosive crude.  I agree with the letter from Forest Ethics 

(see below).

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 



near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



From: "balTHOMore@gmail.com" <balTHOMore@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/20/2014 03:24 PM 
Subject: Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal! 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 

mailto:balTHOMore@gmail.com�
mailto:balTHOMore@gmail.com�
mailto:p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us�


children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

As a resident of San Jose, I am writing to express deep concern and dismay 

about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 

Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at 

risk, including the nearly one million of us who live in San Jose.  This 

project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. We 

do not want a repeat of the Quebec explosion that incinerated 47 innocent 

civilians--imagine how many would be killed were a train to derail and explode 

in the heart of San Jose?!    

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community, 

poisoning the air that my children breathe. In its latest environmental review 

Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

“significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur 

dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks 

-- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 



disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



From: "tdanfield@bigfoot.com" <tdanfield@bigfoot.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/18/2014 08:50 PM 
Subject: The Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
The proposed upgrades to the Santa Maria Phillips 66 refinery will create an 
increase in oil car laden trains that pose a huge risk to the communities 
affected AND to the environment.  The proposal is DEFINITELY NOT worth the 
inherent risks. 
 
As a Los Osos resident, I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed 
oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 
project puts communities throughout California at risk. This project presents 
significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
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Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "happeevegan@gmail.com" <happeevegan@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/14/2014 03:07 PM 
Subject: REJECT THE Phillips 66 OIL TRAIN PROPOSAL-IMMEDIATELY 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express DEEP CONCERN about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. THIS PROJECT PRESENTS SIGNIFICENT & UNACCEPTABLE 
RISKS TO OUR COMMUNTIEIS ACCROSS CA. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: Chris Lish <lishchris@yahoo.com> 
To: "p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us" 
            <p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us> 
Date: 11/24/2014 05:07 PM 
Subject: Protect Our Towns by Rejecting the Phillips 66 oil train 
            proposal -- Phillips 66 Company Rail Spur Extension Project 
            Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report 
 
Sunday, November 23, 2014 
 
Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Department of Planning and Building 
976 Osos St., Rm. 200 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408-2040 
 
Subject: Protect Our Towns by Rejecting the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
-- Phillips 66 Company Rail Spur Extension Project Revised Draft Environmental 
Impact Report 
 
Dear Murry Wilson, 
 
I am writing to express my deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant, 
unavoidable, unnecessary, and unacceptable risks to our communities across 
California and our climate. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains 
will put our communities throughout California directly in harm’s way. I strongly 
urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
 
   “Our duty to the whole, including to the unborn generations, bids us to 
   restrain an unprincipled present-day minority from wasting the heritage 
   of these unborn generations. The movement for the conservation of 
   wildlife and the larger movement for the conservation of all our natural 
   resources are essentially democratic in spirit, purpose and method.” 
   -- Theodore Roosevelt 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
recirculated draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) dangerously misinforms first 
responders because it doesn’t adequately assess the risks of an oil train 
disaster. The draft EIR’s analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed 
because it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
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   “As we peer into society’s future, we—you and I, and our government—must 
   avoid the impulse to live only for today, plundering for our own ease 
   and convenience the precious resources of tomorrow. We cannot mortgage 
   the material assets of our grandchildren without risking the loss also 
   of their political and spiritual heritage. We want democracy to survive 
   for all generations to come, not to become the insolvent phantom of 
   tomorrow.” 
   -- Dwight D. Eisenhower 
 
Moreover, the EIR’s worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
I hope this is an error, because most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more 
tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of millions 
of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, 
sensitive ecosystems, homes and other private property, and our local economy, 
and would pose a significant threat to public health and safety. This project 
cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating its true impacts. 
 
   “These temple destroyers, devotees of ravaging commercialism, seem to 
   have a perfect contempt for nature, and, instead of lifting their eyes 
   to the God of the Mountains, lift them to the almighty dollar.” 
   -- John Muir 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution along the rail route, including toxic sulfur 
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks—
particularly for children and the elderly—of cancer, heart disease, respiratory 
disease, and premature death. 
 
   “The ultimate test of a moral society is the kind of world that it 
   leaves to its children.” 
   -- Dietrich Bonhoeffer 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
San Luis Obispo must not approve this project and create contamination risk for 
the rest of our state. 
 
   “Every man who appreciates the majesty and beauty of the wilderness and 
   of wild life, should strike hands with the farsighted men who wish to 
   preserve our material resources, in the effort to keep our forests and 
   our game beasts, game-birds, and game-fish—indeed, all the living 



   creatures of prairie and woodland and seashore—from wanton destruction. 
   Above all, we should realize that the effort toward this end is 
   essentially a democratic movement.” 
   -- Theodore Roosevelt 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. 
Transporting and refining tar sands will create more toxic air and water 
pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San 
Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in isolation. 
 
   “Then I say the Earth belongs to each generation during its course, 
   fully and in its own right, no generation can contract debts greater 
   than may be paid during the course of its own existence.” 
   -- Thomas Jefferson 
 
Fifth, the final EIR must disclose the full climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project, including the likelihood that it will increase the transport and burning 
of toxic tar sands oil. Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in 
order for decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed 
rail project. It is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian tar 
sands to California. Tar sands oil means more carbon pollution. At every stage of 
the mining, transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 
carbon intensive than other sources of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption. This project simply incompatible with California’s plans to be a 
climate leader. 
 
   “Do not suffer your good nature, when application is made, to say ‘Yes’ 
   when you should say ‘No’. Remember, it is a public not a private cause 
   that is to be injured or benefited by your choice.” 
   -- George Washington 
 
Phillips 66's expansion plans for the Santa Maria and Rodeo refineries represents 
a catastrophic threat to communities and major population centers in the oil 
train blast zone, will increase toxic air pollution in refinery communities, and 
will substantially increase global warming pollution, exacerbating the threat of 
crippling drought and massive wildfires that is already affecting so much of 
California. Californians are depending on our public officials to stop dangerous 
fossil fuel expansion that poses so many threats to our health, safety and future 
in California. 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
   “A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, 
   and beauty of the biotic community. It is wrong when it tends 
   otherwise.” 



   -- Aldo Leopold 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. Please do NOT add my name to 
your mailing list. I will learn about future developments on this issue from 
other sources. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Lish 
Olema, CA 
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

AND PUBLIC LANDS AND OPEN SPACES throughout California at risk. This project 

presents significant and unacceptable risks to almost the entire state of 

California.  MORE WILDFIRES FOR CALIFORNIA ARE CERTAIN!

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not prevent fires and 

explosions.  The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first 

responders because it does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train 

disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits vital data about crude rail accident 

frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014.  We know that more crude spilled 

from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. The EIR must 

look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has also 

experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 

increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe 

tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and 

magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars.  Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through forested lands, through the 

San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California’s treasured central 

coast. Each oil train carries more than three million gallons of explosive, 

toxic crude oil. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a 



groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 

Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this 

project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the CLIMATE IMPACTS of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands MEANS more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.  CLIMATE IMPACTS ARE BY FAR THE MOST IMPORTANT AND URGENT REASON 

TO DENY THIS PROJECT PERMANENTLY!

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities, our forests and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

You have a unique opportunity to stop these trains on their tracks.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
killselfkillselfkillselfkillself 5150515051505150@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, john pasqua
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will NOT protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, ALREADY AT A LOW POINT property and our local economy, and 

would pose a significant threat to public health and safety. This project 

cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating its TRUE impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.  THIS COUNTRY DOES NOT NEED MORE 

SIGNIFICANT AIR POLLUTION.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near EACH of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. NO ONE WE HAVE SPOKEN WITH WANTS ANY 

TAR SANDS COMING TO THE COUNTRY, LET ALONE TO CALIFORNIA.  The proposed oil 

train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 

refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to 

allow it to refine the MOST TOXIC crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. WE 

NEED RENEWABLES NOT THE MOST TOXIC OIL AVAILABLE.  Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.  WE ARE A LEADER IN ADDRESSING CLIMATE CHANGE.  SAY NO TO TAR 

SANDS OIL.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary RISKS for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yourschet
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
putitupmlkputitupmlkputitupmlkputitupmlk@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

We need clean energy and clean energy jobs.  Fossil fuels make us sick and 

kill us -- sometimes quickly with explosions and fires and sometimes it takes 

longer such as with cancer. Oil and gas are filthy and unhealthy.

Clean energy JOBS now

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Catherine Casey (a freight train goes right by my house in 

San Jose, Ca)
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
hannahdsteinhannahdsteinhannahdsteinhannahdstein@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Hannah Stein
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Lyana Monterrey
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  elana levy
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, John Vicondoa
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

The route of the train takes it through heavily populated areas of San Jose.   

San Jose is heavily reliant on ground water for the city and the risk for any 

accident to permanently contaminate the ground water supply is simply to high 

for this to be allowed.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 



The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Soren Riise
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

In order to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery I write to you. The Phillips 66 project puts 

communities, water-ways, farmlands and wildlife habitat throughout California 

at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
blackrosestudiosblackrosestudiosblackrosestudiosblackrosestudios @@@@memememe....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Pam Rhodes
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Abram Perlstein
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Jeb Eddy, Palo Alto
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Shawn Loos



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
trobinsontrobinsontrobinsontrobinson@@@@surewestsurewestsurewestsurewest ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing from downtown San Jose to express deep concern about the proposed 

oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery which puts my 

community at risk. This project also presents significant and unacceptable 

risks to communities across California. California needs to transition away 

from fossil fuels and we should be leading that drive, not rolling out more 

trains carrying tar sands oil.

In downtown San Jose, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. Our community is 

already stressed with a low budget for first responders. The last thing our 

first responders need is an increased risk for accidents and spills. 

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 



watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. It is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Deborah Levoy
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Matt Smith
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
pwjohnpwjohnpwjohnpwjohn@@@@ucscucscucscucsc....eduedueduedu        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 07:35 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, farmer scott
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Please take the time to register my deep concern about the proposed oil by 

rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project 

puts communities throughout California at risk. This project presents 

significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,annettehackett
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
ssislerssislerssislerssisler@@@@cerebralprocerebralprocerebralprocerebralpro ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo Decision-Makers: 

I am concerned about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa 

Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California 

at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
alicatalicatalicatalicat@@@@mcnmcnmcnmcn....orgorgorgorg        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Ar what point do we place our basic human needs above the short sighted 

financial gains of the oil, gas and coal industries???   I am writing to 

express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 

Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout 

California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks 

to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 



derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
bbbbbbbb....cypresscypresscypresscypress@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
msweinbergermsweinbergermsweinbergermsweinberger@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
rgondellrgondellrgondellrgondell@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Carla Davis



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
susansportersusansportersusansportersusansporter@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tarsands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the 

rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve 

this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

IN Appreciation,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am deeply concerned about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 

66 Santa Maria Refinery, which actually puts communities throughout California 

at extreme risk. 

Emergency responders are not prepared for the potential derailment of these 

heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards do not protect the 

public. The recirculated draft EIR does not adequately assess the risks of an 

oil train disaster.

Its analysis of potential accidents and spills is terribly flawed because it 

only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 

between 2005 and 2009, but omits important data about crude rail accident 

frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. Now we know that more crude oil 

spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades, and 

this recent data, including shocking accident data from Canada, shows a 

pattern of greatly increased crude by rail incidents. The increased quantities 

of dangerous crude being transported in old and the extremely unsafe tank cars 

should provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude along 

the many rail lines that would serve this project.

The EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons or approximately six tank cars of crude, but we 

know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars, so a worst 

case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of crude 

which could devastate local economies, along with scarce water resources, and 

pose a significant threat to public health and safety. This project must not 

be approved without analyzing (and mitigating) its true impacts.

Toxic air emissions resulting from this project pose an unacceptable risk due 

to volatile toxic chemicals leaking out of tank cars into the air, poisoning 

communities along rail routes as Phillips 66 even admits its proposed oil 

train facility could create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air 

pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The 

increased health risks of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 

premature death, particularly for children and the elderly, are unacceptable.

The EIR must fully analyze the real potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast, with each oil train 

carrying more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During this 

time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create these 

awful contamination risks for the rest of the state.

I believe the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. Phillips 66 intends to bring toxic Canadian tar 

sands to California: the proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 



by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, and Phillips 66 proposes to 

modify these facilities to refine Canadian tar sands, the most toxic crude oil 

on Earth! The transporting and refining of these tar sands will create even 

more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near 

the Santa Maria refinery. I believe San Luis Obispo should absolutely not 

approve this project in isolation.

Finally, Phillips 66 must disclose the related information about the fuel 

quality for decision makers to fully understand the safety and climate impacts 

of the proposed rail project: tar sands means more carbon pollution! At every 

stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands 

are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil; and bringing tar sands 

to California will reverse the state’s efforts to be a global leader 

addressing climate disruption.

In conclusion, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board 

of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project 

creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities 

and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, clyde weston
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Stop the exploding trains. 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,annettehackett
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
ssislerssislerssislerssisler@@@@cerebralprocerebralprocerebralprocerebralpro ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo Decision-Makers: 

I am concerned about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa 

Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California 

at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
mandmmandmmandmmandm2872287228722872@@@@earthlinkearthlinkearthlinkearthlink ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Ar what point do we place our basic human needs above the short sighted 

financial gains of the oil, gas and coal industries???   I am writing to 

express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 

Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout 

California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks 

to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 



derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
marcekeevermarcekeevermarcekeevermarcekeever@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Carla Davis
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tarsands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the 

rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve 

this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jostoichjostoichjostoichjostoich@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

IN Appreciation,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am deeply concerned about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 

66 Santa Maria Refinery, which actually puts communities throughout California 

at extreme risk. 

Emergency responders are not prepared for the potential derailment of these 

heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards do not protect the 

public. The recirculated draft EIR does not adequately assess the risks of an 

oil train disaster.

Its analysis of potential accidents and spills is terribly flawed because it 

only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 

between 2005 and 2009, but omits important data about crude rail accident 

frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. Now we know that more crude oil 

spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades, and 

this recent data, including shocking accident data from Canada, shows a 

pattern of greatly increased crude by rail incidents. The increased quantities 

of dangerous crude being transported in old and the extremely unsafe tank cars 

should provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude along 

the many rail lines that would serve this project.

The EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons or approximately six tank cars of crude, but we 

know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars, so a worst 

case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of crude 

which could devastate local economies, along with scarce water resources, and 

pose a significant threat to public health and safety. This project must not 

be approved without analyzing (and mitigating) its true impacts.

Toxic air emissions resulting from this project pose an unacceptable risk due 

to volatile toxic chemicals leaking out of tank cars into the air, poisoning 

communities along rail routes as Phillips 66 even admits its proposed oil 

train facility could create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air 

pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The 

increased health risks of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 

premature death, particularly for children and the elderly, are unacceptable.

The EIR must fully analyze the real potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast, with each oil train 

carrying more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During this 

time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create these 

awful contamination risks for the rest of the state.

I believe the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. Phillips 66 intends to bring toxic Canadian tar 

sands to California: the proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 



by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, and Phillips 66 proposes to 

modify these facilities to refine Canadian tar sands, the most toxic crude oil 

on Earth! The transporting and refining of these tar sands will create even 

more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near 

the Santa Maria refinery. I believe San Luis Obispo should absolutely not 

approve this project in isolation.

Finally, Phillips 66 must disclose the related information about the fuel 

quality for decision makers to fully understand the safety and climate impacts 

of the proposed rail project: tar sands means more carbon pollution! At every 

stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands 

are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil; and bringing tar sands 

to California will reverse the state’s efforts to be a global leader 

addressing climate disruption.

In conclusion, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board 

of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project 

creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities 

and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, clyde weston
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Stop the exploding trains. 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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mariahmariahmariahmariah____parkerparkerparkerparker@@@@comcastcomcastcomcastcomcast ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lindylindylindylindy@@@@edengroupedengroupedengroupedengroup ....cccccccc        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

This is not where we need to be going.  I am writing to express my strong 

concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 

Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at 

risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

Even here in Marin County, we will be affected as a spill in the SF Bay which 

these trains run along would impact fragile wetlands in Marin dramatically.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Though I don't live in San Luis Obispo, oil consumption affects us all. It is 

our collective responsibility to put the oil industry to bed for the sake of 

children, for the sake of humanity, for the sake of life. I know this may be a 

contentious issue and to lead can be challenging yet this is what you are 

called upon to do and I stand behind you along with billions the world over to 

support you. Draw upon that energy and that knowing that you choices impact us 

all.

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.



Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Please do NOT allow plain to route highly explosive materials to ship through 

one of the most heavily populated areas of the country.

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, John L Gunderson
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Yvette Tannenbaum
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Stephen Gordon
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Mary Kay Henderson
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
joshkappjoshkappjoshkappjoshkapp@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:05 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Although I live in Fresno County, a decision you are to make in San Luis 

Obispo County very much affects my life, health, safety, and family.

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. The project creates significant, unnecessary and unacceptable risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Tasha Wang
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

As a native Central Coast resident, born and raised in this beautiful 

community, I would hate to see this area devastated by an oil spill.  First 

and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous 

trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 



derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Tony Lubong
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California, including my city San Jose, at risk. This project 

presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Anamika



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
marzmarzmarzmarz____68686868@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
dbfiddleshopdbfiddleshopdbfiddleshopdbfiddleshop@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 04:55 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

In my community, Berkeley, the train tracks go right through town between 

homes. The noise, the dirt, and the danger is too great for this area.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I strongly urge the San Luis Obispo County 

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 

proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and 

unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
rankobalogrankobalogrankobalogrankobalog@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
scarrscarrscarrscarr77777777@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and DELIBERATELY OMITS important data about crude 

rail accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 

because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled 

during the past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including 

accident data from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail 

incidents. This data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude 

being transported in old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate 

assessment of accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would 

serve this project.  As someone who lives close enough to a rail line to be 

within the blast zone, I am horrified and angered by your complete disregard 

for life.  

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this project pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.  As usual Phillips (and all Big Oil) 

does not give a damn about life and health.  

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.  For many of us, approval of this project may 

well be the difference between our living and dying (something about which 

Phillips does not give a damn).  How can your county possibly be complicit 

with this kind of risk.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
harrietmharrietmharrietmharrietm247247247247@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, renee lusian
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I lived in California for 30 years, 20 of it in Hanford.  Coming to the 

Central California Coast was the best part of those years. San Simeon Creek 

campground is still my favorite vacation place ever!  So I feel that I have a 

right to comment, even though I have since moved to Washington State (to get 

married).  Please don't let anything mess up SLO County. The coast is so 

beautiful there - don't take a chance on the damage from exploding oil trains.

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.



Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, and because this is one of the most 

beautiful areas on earth, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Frances burke
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

They've shown w/ the myriad OilSpills elsewhere-They can't or won't properly 

clean up their mess& We're the ones who $PAY$&$PAY$while Earth 

LOSES,loses,LOST!

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 



watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,Linda Pankonin
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lundsheplundsheplundsheplundshep@@@@attattattatt....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact the Santa Maria 

community. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air 

poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review 

Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

“significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur 

dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks 

-- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state. The tracks go through heavily poplated cities 

in the Bay Area, in many cases rolling down city streets.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

 The Phillips 66 project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude, a 

ridicuous understatement, since most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more 

tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 

millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 

resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat 

to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing 

and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions, as volatile toxic chemicals leak 

out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its 

latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train 

facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, 

including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites 

increased health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of 

cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 



most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 

current safety standards will not protect the public. The recirculated draft 

EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does not adequately 

assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

 The Phillips 66 project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude, a 

ridicuous understatement, since most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more 

tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 

millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 

resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat 

to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing 

and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions, as volatile toxic chemicals leak 

out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its 

latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train 

facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, 

including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites 

increased health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of 

cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 



most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 

current safety standards will not protect the public. The recirculated draft 

EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does not adequately 

assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

As a City of San Jose resident who has owned a home for over 30 years that is 

between the two rail lines that run through downtown San Jose under 

consideration as the rail routes, I am one of the millions of people who will 

be impacted by your decision.  Please reject this plan.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,g. Becker
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
hoisingtonwebhoisingtonwebhoisingtonwebhoisingtonweb@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

History is watching you!

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
getkentgetkentgetkentgetkent@@@@roadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunner ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, RR
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate. God forbid something catastrophic happen, you 

would be held accountable for allowing something that goes AGAINST the 

interests and wishes of your constituents - the people you are obligated to 

represent.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains have 100 or more 

tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 

millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 

resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat 

to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing 

and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this project pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of crude oil. A derailment near a 

river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 

drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 

SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest 

of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo must not 

approve this project in isolation.



Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

People of San Jose need protection against this potential threat.  With more 

and more residential housing being built around the downtown San Jose tracks, 

it becomes more concerning that hazardous materials will be railed through our 

streets.  Please make a point to reach out to current SJ Mayor Reed and 

Mayor-elect Sam Liccardo before making decisions which affect our homes.

I am expressing deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California.  Transporting and refining tar sands 

will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 

line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 

project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge you to REJECT the Phillips 66 

proposed rail spur.

Regards,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Eric Bonesteel
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Michelle Haner
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Lindsay Hamilton
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jzhaojzhaojzhaojzhao098098098098@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California. Moreover, as a 

resident in Cupertino, this project will directly affect my local community. I 

do not believe this project is in the interest of residents in the San Jose 

area.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

We visit the area to site see, water ski and wine taste and agree with those 

who are exposed to this on a daily basis.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am completely opposed to the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 

Santa Maria Refinery, and agree with everything said in this letter!!! The 

Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk. This 

project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Sandy Turner
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers or write this note since citizens are 

also 

decision makers in this regard.

JUST WRITE THIS:  MAKE IT PERSONAL FOR MORE EFFECT.

COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING

DEAR MR. WILSON,

PLEASE REJECT THE PHILLIPS 66 EIR AND PROJECT APPLICATION

FOR A SPUR TRACK AT THEIR NIPOMO REFINERY.

IT IS INADEQUATE AND WE DO NOT WANT OIL TRAINS RUNNING 

THROUGH OUR COUNTY.

SINCERELY,

(SIGN, DATE AND PRINT YOUR NAME, ADDRESS, PHONE AND EMAIL)

IF YOU DO NOT HAVE THE TIME TO HAND DELIVER IT TO THE COUNTY YOURSELF BEFORE 

4:30PM NEXT MONDAY, DO THIS.   CALL ME AT 805-234-6666 AND LET ME KNOW WHERE 

AND WHEN I CAN PICK UP YOUR NOTE.  I WILL PERSONALLY MAKE SURE THAT THE COUNTY 

RECEIVES IT BEFORE THE CUT-OFF TIME.  THE HAND WRITTEN NOTES WILL PROBABLY BE 

MORE EFFECTIVE THAN EMAILS.

BUT, EMAILS ARE BETTER THAN NOTHING.  SEND THEM TO mwilson@co.slo.ca.us

THANK YOU,

ROGER LONGDEN 

PS:  THIS IS PROBABLY THE MOST UNUSUAL REQUEST THAT YOU WILL SEE ALL YEAR.  

YOU MIGHT ALSO WANT TO THINK ABOUT ATTENDING THE COUNTY PLANNING HEARING ON 

THIS MATTER

NEXT JANUARY.  TENTATIVE DATE IS THE 29TH A THURSDAY.

Begin the standard message please

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 



past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Roger Edwin Longden
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. 

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed. It only 

evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 

between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 

frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 

A worst case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of 

crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and 

our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to public health and 

safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating its 

true impacts.

The EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near 

each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 

proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 

to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 

This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 

communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
stugrossstugrossstugrossstugross@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,Carolyn Gong Guy
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Patrick Laban



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
VictoriabaughVictoriabaughVictoriabaughVictoriabaugh@@@@macmacmacmac....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Brandon
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
mabeysanmabeysanmabeysanmabeysan@@@@macmacmacmac....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

The time for CLEAN ENERGY INVESTMENT, not continuing dirty oil that won't even 

benefit the U.S., and will most likely endanger us.  Taking a stand is long 

overdue.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Gunda Pramuk
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California. I live near San Jose, 

which may be on the route.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 



risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
judyphilbinjudyphilbinjudyphilbinjudyphilbin@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jangelljangelljangelljangell@@@@earthlinkearthlinkearthlinkearthlink ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
anianianiani0297029702970297@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
runescaperunescaperunescaperunescape3094309430943094@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Cyrus Chang
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Hanalei
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Caroline
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Tracey Trimeloni
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

In addition, the increasing rail traffic of these dangerous trains is causing 

more and more Amtrak trains to arrive late. What a hideous irony that dirty 

oil trains negatively impact energy-efficient public transportation. They are 

an outrage to the planet and to living creatures on the planet on so many 

levels.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To the Attention of Mr. Murry Wilson

SLO County Planning Department

 

I'm emailing you to express my strong opposition to the Phillips 66 rail 

terminal expansion project.  I am a teacher in San Leandro, and several of our 

school campuses are within the blast zone through which the oil trains would 

travel.  Therefore,  I'm deeply concerned about the potential dangers 

associated with this entire project.  Additionally, bringing tar sands oil to 

California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing 

climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's 

way. 

 

Specifically, our emergency responders are not prepared to deal with potential 

accidents with these heavy, dangerous trains, and the current safety standards 

won't protect our people and property along the blast zones.  My understanding 

is that the draft EIR doesn't fully inform our first responders because it 

inadequately assesses the risks of an oil train disaster in San Leandro. The 

EIR only evaluates rail-accident rates between 2003 and 2012 and the spill 

rates between 2005 and 2009, while omitting important data about accident 

frequency and magnitude in more recent years.  This is troubling because we 

know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 

decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 

increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

 

In my role as a public school teacher on a school campus in San Leandro 

Unified School District, I am not prepared, nor is our District Emergency 

Operations Procedure plan prepared, to address this threat to our school 

communities.  School teachers, as public employees, become state mandated 

emergency workers when disaster strikes.  This proposed project threatens 

school communities along the entire north to south California rail route 

planned for these oil shipments.

 

The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly 

six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude trains have 

100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Depending upon where an 

accident occurred, such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, 

sensitive ecosystems, schools, homes, transit facilities and rail lines, 

businesses, and our local economy. In Alameda County, this rail route 

parallels major highways and urban areas in several cities, including (but not 

limited to) Berkeley, Oakland, San Lorenzo, and Hayward.  In San Leandro, 

these trains would pass within less than a mile from our City Hall, Police 

Department, two BART Stations, and the tracks pass through the heart of our 

downtown.  

 

Also, the toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 

Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 

with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 

cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

 

The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each 

of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 

proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 

and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 



reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 

Californians, an unacceptable risk anytime, made more severe in this time of 

extreme drought.

 

The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria 

and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 

proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 

Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 

facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 

tar sands.

 

Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully 

understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every stage of 

the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 

carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply 

incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader.

 

We don't live in a bubble, this proposed project that you are considering in 

Santa Maria will affect the health and well-being of millions of people along 

the train routes, as well as the dangers to our school communities,  

environment, water resources, local economies, and private property.

 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 

and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

 

With Respect,

Sarah Del Grande

Sent from my iPad
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
clclclcl4444@@@@coxcoxcoxcox....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Erin Song
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Vivian Kung
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, E. Gierson
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Djash Mahuab
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, our Wildlife, property and our local economy and would pose a 

significant threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be 

approved without analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California ( which I truly hope they won't ). The 

proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the 

Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these 

facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 

tar sands. Transporting and refining tar sands will create more toxic air and 

water pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria 

refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.  Have you ever seen - even in a photograph - the devastation that 

this method of extracting has done to Canadian lands?  If that was only the 

extraction, I can't imagine what an accident with this crude oil would do - it 

would be Dantesque!!!

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Chucks
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Ahmad
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

This our own BACKYARD. The kids are playing nearby.

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 



derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, David Shen
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, John Flitcraft
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Abby Tan
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Cecelia Mariscal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Tracy Chastain
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Hannah Stein



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
maryliamaryliamaryliamarylia@@@@earthlinkearthlinkearthlinkearthlink ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Stephen P. Johnson
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lynbafourlynbafourlynbafourlynbafour 123123123123@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
narehmnarehmnarehmnarehm11111111@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Nareh Megerdichian
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Paul Bernstein
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. 

Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption. 

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our state, communities, and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

These trains are literally a stone's throw from my front door. I am terrified 

by the thought of potentially exploding train passing in front of my apartment 

on a daily basis. This is irresponsible and reckless and it cannot be 

approved! California needs to continue to be a leader in progressive solutions 

to our climate crisis, not take 50 steps backwards, allowing this disgusting, 

dangerous cargo to move freely through our state.

We know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars. A worst 

case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of crude. 

Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and our 

local economy, and would pose a significant threat to public health and 

safety.

The toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable risk 

to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 

toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. 

At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, Canadian 

tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar 

sands to California will undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader 

addressing climate disruption.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 

to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates 

significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our 

climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

and our state's environment at risk.We cannot afford to place water resources 

or citizen health for the profits of a few.

We are ill equipped and not adequately trained to deal with an emergency the 

size and scope these trains might give. We know that more crude spilled from 

trains in 2013 than the prior four decades rendering the EIR's analysis 

flawed.Please, look at recent data including accident data from Canada which 

has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. The data suggest that 

just as Earthquakes in our beloved state, it is not a matter of if, but when. 

The rail cars being used are proved old and unsafe.

A worst case scenario as described by the EIR estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, approximately six tank cars of crude. If most 

crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars we are talking millions of 

gallons of crude, another flaw in the study. Such a spill could devastate 

scarce water resources, Private and public property,our local economy, 

threaten public health and safety. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes, of which one runs through my town. Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. It is unavoidable however, do not allow it. 

Otherwise,  their report cites increased health risks, especially for children 

and the elderly of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature 

death. These heavy externalities will not be paid for by Phillips 66 but by 

the citizens of California, in both lives and treasure. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state. This is indeed critical. 

The planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 

single project. Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian tar sands to 

California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by 

pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to 

modify these facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on 

Earth, Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar sands will create 

more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near 

the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in 

isolation being but one link in a chain.

Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
eilmasseyeilmasseyeilmasseyeilmassey@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

As a lifelong California resident, I am writing to express deep concern about 

the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The 

Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk. This 

project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
dddddddd....paradiseparadiseparadiseparadise@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Nohman
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. I have family in Santa Maria, Nipoma, 

and SLO and I do not want them to be endangered by this horrible pipeline!!! 

The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk. This 

project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lsavagelsavagelsavagelsavage3333@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:02 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Erica Leung
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and

unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains

traveling through numerous California communities and population

centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from

these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public

health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air

poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental

review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility

will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air

pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.

The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children

and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and

premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the

rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and

current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it

uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil

train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of

explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also

fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of

the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,

including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's

central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a

groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of

Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve

this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into

account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining

process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of

oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's

efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and

Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,

CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them

to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution

for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San

Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66

proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and

unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Bruce

1426 El Sereno

Yuba City, CA 95993-5608

(310) 592-9418



From: "marylea3@gmail.com" <marylea3@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 09:37 AM 
Subject: marylea3@gmail.com 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
marylea3@gmail.com 
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From: Sarah Williams <smailliwmharas@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/18/2014 07:36 PM 
Subject: :( 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Wilson, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. As a student at the University of 
California, Santa Barbara, and therefore resident of Goleta, the Phillips 
66 project puts my community, and many others, at risk. This project presents 
significant and unacceptable risks to Isla Vista, Goleta, Santa Barbara, and 
communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders [in my community] are not prepared for 
these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the 
public. The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders in 
Goleta because it does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 
2012 and spill release rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data 
about crude rail accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 
2013 than spilled during the past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, 
including accident data from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by 
rail incidents. This data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude 
being transported in old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate 
assessment of accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve 
this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case 
scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the 
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Santa Maria refinery. The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San 
Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. 
Each oil train carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude 
oil. 
 
A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. 
During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create 
contamination risk for the rest of our state. Fourth, the planning department 
must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. it is clear 
that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The 
proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 
66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to 
allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. 
Transporting and refining tar sands will create more toxic air and water 
pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San 
Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
Respectfully yours, 
Sarah Williams 
 



From: "ekroboth@gmail.com" <ekroboth@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 09:06 AM 
Subject: Please Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 

mailto:ekroboth@gmail.com�
mailto:ekroboth@gmail.com�
mailto:p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us�


children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "mads@mbjerre.com" <mads@mbjerre.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 11:08 AM 
Subject: mads@mbjerre.com 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "safutrell@ucdavis.edu" <safutrell@ucdavis.edu> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 05:16 PM 
Subject: PLEASE Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities 
across California. 
 
Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 
current safety standards will not protect the public. The recirculated draft EIR 
dangerously misinforms first responders because it does not adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable risk to 
public health. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Transporting and refining tar sands will create more toxic air and water 
pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San 
Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in isolation. 
 
Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption. 
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Thank you. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "jeff@barnboyfurniture.com" <jeff@barnboyfurniture.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 11:54 PM 
Subject: PLEASE PLEASE PLEASE REJECT the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "nekoui0@gmail.com" <nekoui0@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/22/2014 06:07 PM 
Subject: Don't Mess Up The Bay Area 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, Kamyar. 
 



From: "drjimstewart@gmail.com" <drjimstewart@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/22/2014 08:01 PM 
Subject: PROTECT OUR HEALTH-Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "duclaud@comcast.net" <duclaud@comcast.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 12:02 AM 
Subject: Oppose the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
This message is to express my deep concern about the dangerous proposed oil by 
rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project 
puts communities throughout California at risk. This project presents significant 
and unacceptable risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "largentof55@sbcglobal.net" <largentof55@sbcglobal.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 05:36 AM 
Subject: Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal, NOW! 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 
 



From: "linda@pxsarchitecture.com" <linda@pxsarchitecture.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 01:04 PM 
Subject: linda@pxsarchitecture.com 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable 
risks to our communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 
increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and magnitude 
along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 
mitigating its true impacts. 
 
Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable 
risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities 
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 
66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-
causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
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children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals 
as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian 
tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked 
by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
California 
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Jose decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, San Jose must not approve this project and create 

contamination risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Jose cannot approve this 

project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Jose County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Patricia Albers
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Mihir



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Kayu Choy
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Samantha
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.  Build a safer transportation method.  Like a 

pipeline!

Respectfully yours, Dharma Naidu
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Julie Huang
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Selena
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Aishwarya
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Shirley Xu



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
mmichealcmmichealcmmichealcmmichealc@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 03:24 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Hana Terfai
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

This is important to us. 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 



derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the PhillipI's 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts 

communities throughout California at risk. This project presents significant 

and unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Mingun
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, fragilebird
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Richard Kanamaru
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Aniruddh
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Charlie
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Areeb
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, John & Sara Donnelly
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Audrey
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Jose decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail near San 

Jose. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk. 

This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities 

across California.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 

current safety standards will not protect the public. 

The toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable risk 

to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 

toxic air emissions that will impact my community. Volatile toxic chemicals 

leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In 

its latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train 

facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, 

including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites 

increased health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of 

cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 

communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

While I do not live close enough to the rail lines affected by these trains I 

have seen the horrendous damage and loss of life that can occur when, not if 

there should be a derailment. Local fire fighters are simply not trained or 

equipped to handle such an accident.

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 



The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster

I am a frequent commuter through San Jose and up the 880 corridor into Oakland 

and Berkeley.  It would be disastrous to have a train spill and catch fire 

along this heavily traveled area.  This proposal should be defeated.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, robin Kibby
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
cppaulcppaulcppaulcppaul@@@@memememe....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 05:51 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Igor
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Lavonn Ambrecht
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, C.H. Voss, California native
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Gordon Smith
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I have deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 

Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout 

California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks 

to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  JANET MCCOLL
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Please reject the proposal of a Phillips 66 oil train that will endanger 

people in California, including those in San Jose which is near my home. 

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.



Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, PLEASE!!!
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

The following represents my position in strong opposition  to the Phillips 66 

proposed rail spur.

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,nicole milner
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am the Executive Director of The Fort Ord Environmental Justice Network.  We 

are writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.  One such community 

is a huge contaminated Military site in  Monterey County California.  We 

cannot afford to have more exposures and unsafe transport coming through our 

communities that will cause harm to multiple families and communities.  Our 

Air is already contaminated with toxins due to Prescribed burns, from the 

Army.  They are using Alumajell, which is a Derivative of napalm.  Monterey 

County also conducts Prescribed burns using diesel fuel and gasoline. 

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.



Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, LeVonne Stone
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
salexsalexsalexsalex@@@@wavecablewavecablewavecablewavecable ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:35 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Charles Taylor
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
randirandirandirandi ....rrrr2222dddd2222@@@@macmacmacmac....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 06:43 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Grace Allen
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Leah Mazel
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

D. Paskin
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Helen Twiss
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 

This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 

than spilled during the past four decades. 

The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which 

has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data reflects the 

increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old and unsafe 

tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk and 

magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. 

Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of 

gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, 

property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to public 

health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and 

mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 



The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption and the MANDATES of The Climate Solutions Act.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Denise Murphy
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Kevin Clark
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am deeply concerned about the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 

66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout 

California at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks 

to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four 

decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada 

which has also experienced increased crude-by-rail incidents. This data 

reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in old 

and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident 

risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this project.

Alarmingly, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, which is approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more 

tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 

millions of gallons of crude, a spill that would devastate our scarce water 

resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat 

to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing 

and mitigating its true scope and impacts.

Second, Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

“significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur 

dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of 

tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. The report 

cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- 

of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.  The toxic 

air emissions resulting from this project pose an unacceptable risk to public 

health and significant increases in health care costs. 

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed, along the length of the rich agricultural fields of the Salinas 

Valley and along California’s treasured central coast. With each oil train 

carrying more than 3,000,000 gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil, a 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water and food products for millions of 

Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this 

project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.



Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. 

Transporting and refining tar sands will create more toxic air and water 

pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. 

San Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Carl Tilchen
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing as a San Jose citizen to express deep concern about the proposed 

oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 

project puts communities throughout California at risk. This project presents 

significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

This proposal is literally an accident waiting to happen.

The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk. This 

project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 



watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

For the sake of our communities and our children, please reject the proposed 

oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project 

presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

Our emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains 

and current safety standards will not protect the public. 

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 

Besides, the EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of approximately 

180,000 gallons,  approximately six tank cars of crude, while most crude 

trains comprise100 or more tank car, which could lead to a spill on the order 

of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 

resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat 

to public health and safety. 

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community.  

Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

“significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur 

dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. 

Third, the proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco 

Bay-Delta watershed and along California’s treasured central coast, carrying 

explosive, toxic crude oilnear rivers, streams, reservoirs, and groundwater 

aquifers. A spill could contaminate drinking water for millions of 

Californians. 

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. 



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Todd Fincannon
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
fcollierfcollierfcollierfcollier 70707070@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 03:40 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Aman Gupta



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
luciennelucienneluciennelucienne ....okokokok@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 03:20 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
dlovelldlovelldlovelldlovell 8888@@@@attattattatt....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 01:00 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
katdogkatdogkatdogkatdog9999@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 12:53 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
folfriedfolfriedfolfriedfolfried@@@@verizonverizonverizonverizon ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 02:33 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Noah Gresham-Lancaster
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
littleorphannielittleorphannielittleorphannielittleorphannie @@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 12:19 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
toddgregoriantoddgregoriantoddgregoriantoddgregorian@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 10:28 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities and wildlife across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Stephanie Hancock
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Ron Kusel
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Rhiannon Borunda
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, David A McClain, San Jose Resident
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Kathy Sutherland
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Jill Sardegna
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep from this problem pose an unacceptable risk to 

public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 

toxic air emissions that will impact my community. Volatile toxic chemicals 

leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In 

its latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train 

facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, 

including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites 

increased health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of 

cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
salessalessalessales@@@@gallerycaliforniagallerycaliforniagallerycaliforniagallerycalifornia ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 06:06 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear SLO representatives,

I live in SLO.

I strongly urge you to reject the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 

66 Santa Maria Refinery.

This project is dangerous for our community and supports the horrible 

destruction which is taking place in Canada where the tar sands are mined at 

great cost to our environment today and our future world climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear SLO representatives,

My home is at 273 Chorro Street.

I strongly urge you to fully reject the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.

The production and use of the products involved in this project is bad for the 

present and even worse for the future. In particular the extraction of 

petroleum fuels from tar sands must be stopped. This project does not stop 

this, instead it furthers it.

It is your duty as responsible representatives to reject the Phillips 66 

proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and 

unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, CAROL PRESS
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Francesca Davis
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Bill Wagman
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

As someone who lives within blocks of the route that these trains will take, I 

implore you to deny the refinery expansion

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
arpantalonearpantalonearpantalonearpantalone@@@@netscapenetscapenetscapenetscape ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 10:48 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Jack Sardegna
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,leslie
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Mona Martine
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Wolfe "Roadman" Cevorov
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,   Paula J. Alban
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Jan Nicolosi
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lubinlubinlubinlubin....michalmichalmichalmichal@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 02:23 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Michal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

Sixth, my family and community lives near the rail lines that these cars would 

travel on and I do not want to exposed to these chemicals and the disaster 

that is statistically going to occur.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
pedrostonepedrostonepedrostonepedrostone@@@@GmailGmailGmailGmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 01:54 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
kpfastkpfastkpfastkpfast@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 01:48 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Justin
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
siversensiversensiversensiversen@@@@emailemailemailemail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 12:59 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Thanks, Daniel



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
karneulkarneulkarneulkarneul@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 12:04 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Sandra Catdoza, RN
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, avoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Susan Steinbach
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
nancytpricenancytpricenancytpricenancytprice 39393939@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 12:03 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Richard
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am concerned about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa 

Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California 

at risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

HEY, DON'T BE IDIOTS...WE ACTUALLY DON'T NEED OIL..WE NEED RENEWABLES...WAKE 

UP

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 

In addition, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis underestimates the 

amount of a spill to six tank cars of crude.  Such a spill could devastate our 

scarce water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a 

significant threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be 

approved without analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Maya Harcourt
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
slzphotoslzphotoslzphotoslzphoto@@@@sbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobal ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 07:58 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
alalalal4444ecvecvecvecv@@@@sbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobal ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:52 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
cshabramicshabramicshabramicshabrami@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:05 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

As a Registered Nurse, mother and grandmother, I am writing to express deep 

concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 

Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at 

risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Lauren
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
corinnepallencorinnepallencorinnepallencorinnepallen@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 01:47 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Allow me to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Selina L.
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Nancy Evans
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Alicia Gilliam
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California. This train would run 

less than a mile from my house. 

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California, and runs directly 

through mine and many other neighborhoods. I am in the red zone, along with 

tens of thousands of others, and that is immediate, well before we get to the 

climate-disruptive implications.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about INCREASED crude 

rail accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 

because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled 

during the PAST FOUR DECADES. The EIR must look at recent data, including 

accident data from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail 

incidents. This data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude 

being transported in old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate 

assessment of accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would 

serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities 

across California.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 

current safety standards will not protect the public. The recirculated draft 

EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does not adequately 

assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

But most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst 

case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of crude. 

Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and our 

local economy, and would pose a significant threat to public health and 

safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating its 

true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. 

In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil 

train facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air 

pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The 

report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the 

elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.



Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Cathy Rubin
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
glennalynnglennalynnglennalynnglennalynn@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/16/2014 10:39 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Suzanne Morrone
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jleversjleversjleversjlevers 105105105105@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/16/2014 05:47 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Ellin Payne
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jackjackjackjack....eidteidteidteidt@@@@wilderutopiawilderutopiawilderutopiawilderutopia ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/16/2014 02:59 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to you from downtown San Jose, where I live, to express deep 

concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 

Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at 

risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Deborah
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
olivialimolivialimolivialimolivialim ....usususus@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 10:24 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents unacceptable risks 

to our communities.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these dangerous trains and current 

standards will not protect the public. The recirculated draft EIR dangerously 

misinforms first responders because it does not adequately assess the risks of 

an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four 

decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada 

which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This data 

reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk 

and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons. That's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more 

cars. A worst case spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of 

crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and 

local economy, and would pose a significant threat to the public. This project 

cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic emissions from this project pose an unacceptable risk that 

will impact my community. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into 

the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental 

review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

“significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including sulfur 

dioxide and carcinogens. The report cites increased risks -- particularly for 

children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 

premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s central coast. Each oil train carries more 

than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near a 

river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 

water for millions. During extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project 

and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria 



is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is 

proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic oil 

on Earth: tar sands. Transporting and refining tar sands will create more 

pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. 

San Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information for decision makers 

to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 

sands means more pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, and 

refining process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of 

oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine efforts to address 

climate change.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 

to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates 

significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and 

climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
mgassermgassermgassermgasser@@@@cruziocruziocruziocruzio ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 09:35 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada, which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. 

This data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being 

transported in old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate 

assessment of accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would 

serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Margaret Jordan
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, jordan
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
toritoritoritori ....sepulvedasepulvedasepulvedasepulveda@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 02:55 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
dianedianedianediane95969959699596995969@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 02:01 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
idaceslidaceslidaceslidacesl@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 01:09 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
anandaanandaanandaananda@@@@coppercoppercoppercopper....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 01:31 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
margaretfishermargaretfishermargaretfishermargaretfisher 5555@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 06:39 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Debi Gale
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Kian Alavi
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Izzie Dryer
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
carolinecarolinecarolinecaroline ....rrrr....stantonstantonstantonstanton@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 04:52 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
aprylinsmcaaprylinsmcaaprylinsmcaaprylinsmca@@@@peoplepcpeoplepcpeoplepcpeoplepc ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 03:05 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
bbbbbbbb....bellabellabellabella007007007007@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 02:54 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Kate Stanley
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
kshorttkshorttkshorttkshortt@@@@sansansansan....rrrrrrrr....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 01:32 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
mmmm....cornforthcornforthcornforthcornforth85858585@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 08:21 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, we much reduce consumption of oil and other fossil fuels, 

and leave 80% of known reserves in the ground in order for the world to remain 

habitable!  Therefore, we do not need to expand oil transport and processing 

capacity, especially if tar sands oil -- something like three times as carbon 

intensive -- is to be handled.  A decision not to reject this proposal would 

be inconsistent with California's own carbon reduction goals.

Also, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains 

and current safety standards will not protect the public. The recirculated 

draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does not 

adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.



Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I'm writing to express worry about the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents  unacceptable risks to 

our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR misinforms first responders because it does not 

adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates unavoidable and unnecessary risks for our 

communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Lisa Rock
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
frankfrankfrankfrank....burtonburtonburtonburton....nownownownow@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 07:10 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Laura Diep
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

WTF!!!    WhyY would anyone want to bring oil by rail?????

Let's NOT DO THIS!

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California and the Bay area where 

I reside.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
raleighperkinsraleighperkinsraleighperkinsraleighperkins @@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Cindy Soto
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
petersonispetersonispetersonispetersonis@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California. I live in Sonoma 

County,  but this would affect air and water quality all around the state.  If 

there are accidents as we know there will be those impacts will be felt 

throughout the state that we love. This is a crazy, greedy, totally insane 

idea that must be prevented from being built.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 



watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Charles Hochberg
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Elizabeth Watts
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities in the San Francisco Bay area where I 

live..

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lewlewlewlew____fultonfultonfultonfulton@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Carol Crabill
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
davidedavidedavidedavide____csufcsufcsufcsuf@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jotemahernjotemahernjotemahernjotemahern@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers,  

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

We all saw what happened in Canada two years ago. 40 people killed and an 

entire lake ecosystem destroyed. Please don't put us at risk here for the 

monetary benefit of a few rich folks. If we say no to them, they will find 

another way to funnel their funds into projects that actually benefit the 

immediate and global communities. 

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 



near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jaclynjaclynjaclynjaclyn ....huntingtonhuntingtonhuntingtonhuntington@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jblitwinjblitwinjblitwinjblitwin@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
agaelaagaelaagaelaagaela@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

There needs to be a more thorough studies, and evaluate the tradeoffs.   I 

cannot accept someone else making a decision that impacts my family's safety 

w/o a full disclosure and vetting process.

Respectfully yours,



PhillipsPhillipsPhillipsPhillips    66666666    rail terminal expansion projectrail terminal expansion projectrail terminal expansion projectrail terminal expansion project
Ron CareyRon CareyRon CareyRon Carey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

To the Attention of Mr. Murry Wilson

SLO County Planning Department

 

I'm emailing you to express my strong opposition to the Phillips 66 rail terminal expansion 

project.  I am a resident of San Leandro and live on the periphery of the identified blast zone.  I 

am Board Vice-President of the San Leandro Unified School District, and several of our school 

campuses are within the blast zone through which the oil trains would travel.  Therefore,  I'm 

deeply concerned about the potential dangers associated with this entire project.  Additionally, 

bringing tar sands oil to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader 

addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 

 

Specifically, our emergency responders are not prepared to deal with potential accidents with 

these heavy, dangerous trains, and the current safety standards won't protect our people and 

property along the blast zones.  My understanding is that the draft EIR doesn't fully inform our 

first responders because it inadequately assesses the risks of an oil train disaster in San Leandro. 

The EIR only evaluates rail-accident rates between 2003 and 2012 and the spill rates between 

2005 and 2009, while omitting important data about accident frequency and magnitude in more 

recent years.  This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than 

during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 

increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

 

In my role as a Board Trustee in San Leandro Unified School District, I am not prepared, nor is 

our District Emergency Operations Procedure plan prepared, to address this threat to our school 

communities.  School teachers, as public employees, become state mandated emergency workers 

when disaster strikes.  This proposed project threatens school communities along the entire north 

to south California rail route planned for these oil shipments.

 

The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of 

crude. This has to be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying 

millions of gallons. Depending upon where an accident occurred, such a spill could devastate our 

scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, schools, homes, transit facilities and rail lines, 

businesses, and our local economy. In Alameda County, this rail route parallels major highways 



and urban areas in several cities, including (but not limited to) Berkeley, Oakland, San Lorenzo, 

and Hayward.  In San Leandro, these trains would pass within less than a mile from our City 

Hall, Police Department, two BART Stations, and the tracks pass through the heart of our 

downtown.  

 

Also, the toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public 

health. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will 

create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur 

dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of cancer, heart disease, respiratory 

disease and premature death.

 

The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many 

watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The proposed route brings oil trains 

through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central coast. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for 

millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk anytime, made more severe in this time of extreme 

drought.

 

The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is 

directly linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify 

both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands.

 

Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the 

climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and 

refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- 

making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader.

 

We don't live in a bubble, this proposed project that you are considering in Santa Maria will 

affect the health and well-being of millions of people along the train routes, as well as the 

dangers to our school communities,  environment, water resources, local economies, and private 

property.

 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of 

Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

 

With Respect,

 

Ron Carey

Board Vice-President, Trustee Area 6

San Leandro Unified School District

14735 Juniper St.

San Leandro, CA  94579



Please reject the PhillipsPlease reject the PhillipsPlease reject the PhillipsPlease reject the Phillips     66666666    Rail Terminal Expansion ProjectRail Terminal Expansion ProjectRail Terminal Expansion ProjectRail Terminal Expansion Project
Vince RosatoVince RosatoVince RosatoVince Rosato         to: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Cc: Maureen Forney, "hderespini@sanleandro.org"

Please respond to Vince RosatoPlease respond to Vince RosatoPlease respond to Vince RosatoPlease respond to Vince Rosato

From: Vince4schools@yahoo.com
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us
Subject: Phillips 66 Rail Terminal Expansion Project
Date: Sat, 22 Nov 2014 07:36:08 -0800
To the Attention of Mr. Murry Wilson
SLO County Planning Department
 
Honorable, Mr. Wilson:

I'm emailing you to express my strong opposition to the Phillips 66 rail terminal expansion 
project.  I am a resident and school board Trustee of San Leandro Unified School District, 
writing as an individual.  I live on the periphery of the identified blast zone. Several of our school 
campuses are within the blast zone through which the oil trains would travel.  As the District's 
liaison to the City of San Leandro's Disaster Preparedness Council, I am  deeply concerned 
about the potential dangers associated with this entire project.  Additionally, bringing tar sands 
oil through California undermines our State's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
Our emergency responders have only recently been alerted to the potential accidents for these 
heavy, very long oil trains, and the current safety standards do not yet protect our people and 
property along the blast zones.  My understanding is that the draft EIR doesn't fully inform our 
first responders because it inadequately assesses the risks of an oil train disaster in San 
Leandro. The EIR only evaluates rail-accident rates between 2003 and 2012 and the spill rates 
between 2005 and 2009, while omitting important data about accident frequency and magnitude 
in more recent years.  This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 
2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which 
reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in older, and subsequently, not as 
safe, as newer tanker cars.
 
In my role as a  San Leandro Unified School District Governing Board Trustee, our District 
Emergency Operations Procedure plan is not yet prepared to address the additional threats to 
our school communities approval of the Phillips 66 Expansion Project would bring.  I hope it 
never has to because the dirtier tar sands oil ought not be railed through our City.  As you may 
already know, school employees, as public employees, become state mandated emergency 
workers when disaster strikes.  This proposed project threatens school communities along the 
entire north to south California rail route planned for these oil shipments.
 
The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of 
crude. This has to be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying 
millions of gallons. Depending upon where an accident occurred, such a spill could devastate 
our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, schools, homes, transit facilities and rail 
lines, businesses, and our local economy. In Alameda County, this rail route parallels major 
highways and urban areas in several cities, including (but not limited to) Berkeley, Oakland, 
San Lorenzo, and Hayward.  In San Leandro, these trains would pass within less than a mile 
from our City Hall, Police Department, two BART Stations, and the tracks pass through the 



heart of our downtown.  
 
Also, air quality reductions occasioned in tandem with  transport and possible accidental spills 
pose another unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air 
pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase 
risk of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.
 
The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many 
watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The proposed route brings oil trains 
through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central coast. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for 
millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk anytime, made more severe in this time of 
extended drought.
 
I urge the planning department to examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and 
Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa 
Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to 
modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands.
 
Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the 
climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and 
refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- 
making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader.
 
All of us are certainly connected, and this proposed project you are considering in Santa Maria 
will affect the health and well-being of millions of people along the train routes.  It poses the 
dangers to our school communities,  environment, water resources, local economies, and 
private property.
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 Rail Terminal Expansion Project.
 
Respectfully yours,

 
Honorable Vince J. Rosato
Trustee, Clerk, San Leandro Unified School District Governing Board
1542 141st Avenue
San Leandro, CA 94578
510-357-1755



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lotusgirllotusgirllotusgirllotusgirl 72727272@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 08:30 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

These trains are literally a stone's throw from my front door.  I am terrified 

by the thought of potentially exploding train passing in front of my apartment 

on a daily basis.  This is irresponsible and reckless and it cannot be 

approved!  California needs to continue to be a leader in progressive 

solutions to our climate crisis, not take 50 steps backwards, allowing this 

disgusting, dangerous cargo to move freely through our state.

We know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars. A worst 

case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of crude. 

Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and our 

local economy, and would pose a significant threat to public health and 

safety.

The toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable risk 

to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 

toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. 

At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, Canadian 

tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar 

sands to California will undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader 

addressing climate disruption.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 

to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates 

significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our 

climate.

Respectfully yours, Katherine Baumgartner
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